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HAWAII STATEHOOD 


Pursuant to authority granted the Committee on Interior and Insu- 
lar Affairs by House Resolution 94 (85th Cong.), the undersigned 
members of the Subcommittee on Territorial and Insular Affairs 
visited the Territory of Hawaii during the period November 24 to 
December 8, 1958, to make intensive inquiry with respect to H. R. 49 
(85th Cong.) granting statehood to the Territory. 

On the basis of comprehensive and exhaustive study, including 
numerous interviews with a complete cross section of the population 
of the Hawaiian Islands, your subcommittee believes that Hawaii is 
entitled to statehood by every fair test and precedent. 

This area of our Nation, last incorporated Territory under the 
American flag, has been in training for statehood for 60 years. In 
1898 it became a firm and irrevocable part of the United States. Its 
people are our people. Its philosophy is our philosophy. Its loyalty, 
like its language and currency, is identical to ours. Its servicemen 
are our servicemen, and its flag is our flag. Except for the full flower- 
ing of the voting franchise these people are us. They may travel 
anywhere in the 49 States. 

Hawaii has been denied statehood in the past by close margins in 
the Congress of the United States. With the admission of Alaska 
as the 49th State, it would be unthinkable to delay further the 
fruition of Hawaii’s magnificent dream of statehood and its demon- 
strated capacity for, and right to, full brotherhood in the Union of 
States. 

Your subcommittee brought neither a whitewash brush nor an ax 
to its survey task. We met head on, and with objective eyes and ears, 
the vexing and controversial subject of communism in the islands, an 
issue which has been raised before and, we know, will be raised again 
in Congress. 

Each member of our committee arrived in Hawaii with an open 
mind, prepared to recommend against statehood if he developed seri- 
ous doubt about the loyalty and political maturity of the people, or 
their ability to cope as adequately with communism as do the people 
of the 49 States. 

We deliberately decided against public hearings, for two reasons. 
The files of Congress are jammed with the records of such hearings, 
some of them very recent, and all the testimony therein was available 
to us. The questions we desired to ask could be answered best by 
going into the highways and byways among the people. That is why 
we deserted hearing rooms for homes and street corners, labor halls and 
business marts, schools and churches, professional groups and law- 
enforcement agencies, farmers and politicians, chambers of commerce 
and veterans’ organizations. 

Among all these we found our answers. From these people, literally 
thousands of them, we received assurance that they recognized their 
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problems and were able and willing to solve them now and when they 
don the coveted mantle of statehood. We found them ready to admit 
that communism in the islands existed, but we learned that they abhor 
it as we do and are meeting its evil challenges as capably as do people 
and government in the 49 States. 

During most of our 15-day inquiry 
Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs were engaged in 
a similar inquiry. We exchanged information with them, but we 
‘vannot, of course, include their conclusions in this House document. 

Among the individuals and organizations with whom we conferred 
were the Governor of Hawaii, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
IMUA, officers and members of the ILWU, the head of the Territorial 
subversive activities commission, the Honolulu Chamber of Com- 
merce, the statehood commission, members of the Federal and Terri- 
torial judiciary, members of the Territorial legislature, representa- 
tives of the Democratic and Republican Parties, top officials of the 

sugar and pineapple industries, ranking members of our Armed 
Forces in the Pacific, members of the faculty of the University of 
Hawaii, and countless ‘others. 

With the exception of the FBI, which was not requested to take a 
position, these representative and highly placed and knowledgeable 
people were predominately for statehood and convinced that all exist- 
ing and future problems could be handled thereunder. 

Underscoring the scope and thoroughness of our study, we list 
below the organizations represented by two or more members which 
met with us at a session on the island of Maui. The list follows: 


in Hawaii, 2 members of the 


East Maui Community Association 

Haleakala Lions Club 

Hawaii Government Employees’ Asso- 
ciation 

Hawaii Postal Employees’ 
(Maui chapter) 

ILWU Local 142 

Kahekili Chapter No. 4, Order of Kame- 
hameha 

Kahului Business & Professional Asso- 
ciation 

Kahului Kiwanis Club 

Kihului Lions Club 

Kahului Rotary Club 

Kamehameha Alumni Association 

Kihei Community Association 

Lahaina Improvement Association 

Maui Chamber of Commerce 

Maui County Committee on Children 
and Youth 

Maui County Medical Society 

Maui District Nurses Association 

Maui District PTA 

Maui Junior Chamber of Commerce 


Association 


Maui League of Republican Women 

Maui Merchants’ Association 

Maui Outdoor Circle 

Maui Planters Association 

Maui Rotary Club 

Maui Teachers Association 

Maui Toastmasters Club No. 910 

Maui Toastmistress Club 

Maui Young Demccrats 

Maui Young Republicans 

Puunene Community Association 

Republican Party 

United Public Workers 

Wailuku Improvement Association 

Wailuku Professional and Business- 
men’s Association 

Club 100 

DAV 

Maui AJA Veterans Club 

442d Veterans Club 

West Maui Veterans Club 

Hawaiian Airlines 

TPA Aloha Airlines 

Farmers’ Home Administration 


OTHERS 


Harold W. Rice, Senator from Maui County for 6 terms. 


R. R. Lyons, chairman, 


C. H. Burnett, Jr., manager, 


Maui Economic Development Association. 
Kahului Railroad Co. 


W. J. Lanquist, Bishop National Bank, Kahului branch. 
Jack Vockrodt, Bank of Hawaii, Kahului branch. 
Donald H. Tokunaga, general manager, Budget Finance Plan. 


Mrs 
James Ohta, Maui Scout executive. 


s. Ben Baker, public relations, Girl Scouts. 
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PRESS 
Hank Sato, Maui News. 

Lou Head, Honolulu Advertiser. 

Charlie Young, Star Bulletin. 

Jack Teehan, Star Bulletin. 

Your committee took a long look at the effect of communism in the 
islands since communism is the prime target of many of those opposing 
statehood. 

We were told by those in positions to know there was no evidence 
to indicate or prove that those men and women who had previously 
been named by congressional committees or convicted in the Federal 
court under the Smith Act of being Communists or affiliated with the 
Communist International had changed their Communist status or 
connections. None of them had even offered to go before any Govern- 
ment official, either of the Federal or Territorial Government, dis- 
claiming such previous connections or beliefs. 

On the other hand, Jack Hall, regional director of the ILWU, named 
in all committee reports as having been a card-carrying Communist 
and member of the Communist International and who, with five others 
active in ILWU, was indicted and found guilty in Federal court of 
violation of the Smith Act, making it a criminal offense to advocate 
and teach the overthrow of the Government by force, told your com- 
mittee that he and the other members of the ILWU would take an 

oath they had not been affiliated with the Communist International 
for the past 5 years. It is, however, interesting to note that he had 
offered none of his services, knowledge, or information either to the 
FBI or to the subversive activities committee of the Territory. 

In fairness, the committee also wishes to point out that the ILWU 
organization maintains not only a well-staffed and well-equipped 
main office in Honolulu but a county office on each of the island sub- 
divisions with a staff of several employees, a labor hall with dormitory 
and recreational facilities. It has representatives in each district or 
plantation whose job it is to maintain close contact with workers and 
members of the organization. These district officials meet on union 
business in Honolulu every 60 days—one of which meetings we at- 
tended. These meetings, in addition to the publications of the organi- 
zation, are an effective means of transmitting and distributing union 
ideas, ‘ideals, and purposes throughout the ‘islands. They could be 
made use of for political purposes, purposes of propaganda, ete. 

The committee was informed, however, that known Communists had 
not been elected to high Territorial offices. Union support seems to 
have gone primarily to liberal candidates, and in instances, without 
seeming regard to political affiliation of the candidate. 

On the other side of the coin, it should be pointed out that no present 
State in the Union is attempting to do the kind of effective anti- 
Communist work that is being done on the islands. The Territorial 
legislature has authorized and established a Territorial subversive 
activities committee which reports to but is not subservient to either 
the Governor or the legislature. It is headed by William B. Stephen- 
son. Cooperating w ith the FBI they have complete files on all named 
and known Communists and have complete information on subversive 
activity. 

In addition, there is an organization of patriotic men and women 
known as IMUA with-the dedicated purpose of keeping the public in- 
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formed on anti-American activity. It has an office, a staff, all avail- 
able information and files and, through use of the radio, television, 
and newspapers, keeps the public informed, not only as to activity of 
Communists and the threat of communism but also on facts concern- 
ing the activity of those known to be or to have been connected with 
the Communist movement. It is probably safe to say that the public 
in Hawaii is kept better informed on the threat of communism than 
is the public in any similar community on the mainland. 

There are about 25 identified Communists in Hawaii. We have no 
exact knowledge as to the number of so-called fellow travelers but 
investigating agencies told us they know of no additional Communists 
since the previous congressional reports. We were unable to find any 
evidence in the social fabric of Hawaii that communism had made 
any substantial progress or that the community as a whole was unable 
and unwilling to cope with the problem. 

We were told that the FBI investigations, plus the Federal court 
convictions, had “crippled” the Communist apparatus in Hawaii and 
that, with the continued white light of publicity and the alert citizenry, 
it would remain crippled. 

We also were told that no proof exists of Soviet espionage contacts 
on the part of Communists in Hawaii, 

We would like to be able to report that the day is imminent when 
there will not be a single Communist in Hawaii, but that would be the 
utopia which our States also desire but cannot achieve. 

The important question is whether the communism which exists can 
and will be controlled. We so believe. 

The economic control of the islands by the ILWU, some leaders 
of which have been identified in the past as home-gr own or mainland- 
imported Communists, goes without saying. That union, with more 
than 20,000 members, can and has tied up the civilian docks. It can 
und has idled the sugar and pineapple industries, arch stones of the 
islands’ economy. The question is whether that power can or has 
been used for bargaining or subversive purposes, or both. 

We deplore the stupidity of the political strike which was called by 
ILWU leaders 2 years ago when the Eastland committee went to 
Hawaii for hearings on communism. It should be noted, however, 
that two-thirds of the ILWU workers refused to engage in that strike. 
It was stated to us, moreover, that some of those who did strike felt 
they were protesting, not the Communist inquiry but what they 
regarded as an antilabor move. 

We cannot pass judgment on the motives of those who did strike 
nor can we minimize the danger of any political strike. However, it 
should be noted that the crippling of the islands’ economy, regardless 
of motive, would be as harmful to the interests of Hawaii and the 
mainland whether Hawaii were a State or a Territory. We should 
point out that some labor unions in some strategic p: ts of the United 
States have power to cause economic havoc and that, in a few in- 
stances, certain leaders in those unions have been identified as 
Communists. 

Our committee, from past experience, knows that the major argu- 
ment against statehood for Hawaii will be, as it has been in the past, 
the contention that the Communist apparatus in Hawaii, especially 
that part linked with ILWU leadership, is so powerfu! that, in the 
event of statehood, it could and would be able to elect to the governor- 
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ship, the legislature, the courts, and the United States Congress Com- 
munists or persons soft toward communism. One Member of Congress 
has stated that 3 or 4 Soviet agents would be elected to Congress. 

With this we must disagree sharply. The voters of Hawaii would 
never permit that to happen. 

The ILWU, it is conceded, is a strong political force, comprising 
about one-ninth of the labor forces on the islands. Its leaders have 
engaged in political activities, backing and opposing candidates and 
issues. 

It is true that [L.WU-endorsed candidates have been elected, but 
in many instances they would have been elected without the support of 
ILWU leaders because of their general popularity. 

The ILWU fought tooth and nail against the proposed Honolulu 
city charter, but it was approved by 4 to 1. 

The ILWU opposed vigorously the Territorial law permitting seiz- 
ure of the dock fronts by the Government. The legislature enacted 
it anyway. The union repeatedly sought its repeal and failed. 

In the most recent elections numerous ILWU-backed candidates, 
some of whom were union leaders, were soundly defeated. In other 
instances the ILWU sought to “fatten its batting average” by endors- 
ing candidates who were sure to win anyway. Despite this strategy, 
the union made a poor showing. 

We are convinced that where a community or a State is dominated 
by Communists or has a substantial number of Communists their 
efforts show up in the vulnerable field of education. We spent many 
hours in the schools of Hawaii, from the elementary schools to the 
colleges. If the Communists sought to plant their evil seed there, it 
fell on extremely barren ground. That was attested to by our own 
observation and the solemn assurances of educators and clergymen. 

During our visit to the University of Hawaii, we spent considerable 
time with the president, some regents, and some faculty members. We 
learned that most of the faculty came from colleges on the mainland, 
all the way from the west coast to the east coast. We asked these men 
the straight question : 

“Have you found your student body receptive to or alined with com- 
munism ¢” 

This was the answer : 

“We find less interest in communism in the University of Hawaii 
than in most of the mainland colleges, particularly in the East.” 

Because of claims in some quarters that because of the oriental 
strains in the mixed population of Hawaii the people are less loyal 
to the United States than are their fellow citizens on the mainland, 
we looked closely into that subject. 

We, all of us, saw and met in Hawaii an intelligent, gentle, loyal 
people of whom our Nation should be proud. We saw the actual 
operation, without strain or stress, of the American “melting pot” of 
which we speak so proudly and do so little to achieve in some of our 
larger mainland cities. 

If the races on the mainland, races stemming back ethnically to 
other lands, were to mix as successfully as they already have in Hawaii, 
our democracy would be advanced by a century. 

It is absurd to question whether the people of Hawaii would be loyal 
in the event of some future war or disagreement with nations from 
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which they have their ethnic strains. It is absurd because the test 
has already come and been weathered magnificently. Proof of the 
loyalty of ‘these people is written in bloodshed on the battlefield, in 
battle stars, in the records of military intelligence and the FBI. It 
is written on the gravestones of countless military dead. 

All the members of your committee had important roles in the 85th 
Congress in winning statehood for Alaska. Admission of that 49th 
State, after years of ‘frustr: ation, greatly simplified our work in Hawaii 
and lessened our task in preparing this report, because— 

1. No longer is it necessary to answer the contention that 575,000 
people in Hawaii should not have the same number of United States 
Senators as existing States, such as heavily populated New York, Cali- 
fornia, and Pennsylvania. We gave the 212,000 people of Alaska 2 
Senators. 

2. We do not have to answer the possible claim that Hawaii might 
not be able to support statehood economically. Hawaii is much more 
advanced economically, as of now, than is Alaska. 

3. Creation of the 49th State out of the Territory of Alaska ended 
the alleged precedent that we should not admit as States Territories 
noncontiguous to the other States. Many miles of foreign land lie 
between the first 48 States and the new 49th. 

We found little sentiment for commonwealth in Hawaii, less than in 
Alaska prior to statehood. We believe the people of Hawaii, except 
for a rather articulate minority, favor statehood by at least as wide a 
margin as did the people of Alaska, who voted 5 to 1 for statehood 
last fall. 

When a Territory seeks statehood, as now does the last remaining 
incorporated Territory xs the American flag, it is fair to ask what 
the new State will have to offer the rest of the Nation. We spoke of oil 
and other largely undeveloped resources when we were asked the same 
question about Alaska, but we believe our greatest resources are our 
human resources, abundantly present in Hawaii. 

We believe that admission of Hawaii, with its mixed races and its 
geographical position, will vastly improve our posture and relationship 
throughout the vast Pacific area, where we are striving with all our 
might and means to keep 800 million free and friendly. 

This is the considered opinion of the military men in charge of our 
vital interests in the Pacific. They, and we, know what those 800 mil- 
lion people in the Pacific area will say if we deny statehood to Hawaii 
after granting statehood to Alaska. 

They will say that our protestations of regard and friendship are 
untrue and that we have denied full brotherhood to American citizens 
because many of them come from the same ethnic lines as those we call 
friends in an area vital to our very existence as a nation. 

Your committee went to Hawaii in an objective mood. We per- 
formed our task as best we could. We know all the difficulties and dan- 
gers. But we also know the people who will administer the new State. 
Calmly and soberly, we urge that the 86th Congress, as soon as possible, 
place in the flag a 50th star called Hawaii. 


Hon. Leo W. O’Brien, Chairman. 
Hon. B. F. Sisk. 
Hon. E. Y. Berry. 


O 





